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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since 
this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee 
set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office 
action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
06/19/07 has been entered. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-26 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

With respect to Claims 1-4, 7-9, 13, 16, 18-19, 20-23, 25 and 26 rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hirata (6,374,406) and Claims 5-6, 10-12, 14- 
15, 17, and 24 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hirata, 
Applicant amends claims and argues that the prior art of record, Hirata does not teach 
the amended claim limitations, i.e., "...the schema comprising a multilevel data structure 
with a plurality of different fields for holding a plurality of data types. . .," ". . .fields that 
contain program criteria...," etc., (see page 6+ of Applicant's Remarks). 

In response, Examiner disagrees. Examiner notes Applicant's arguments, 
however, Hirata discloses transmitting electronic mail data "a schema or multi-level data 
structure," over a network where the e-mail data holds control commands to reserve a 
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recording, identifies a specific recording device, program and enables recording of the 
program on a specific device (col. 5, lines 14-35 and 55-64). Although Hirata's does not 
explicitly use the word "schema," which Applicant defines as data structure or multi-level 
data structure with a plurality of different fields for holding different types of data, etc., 
the fact remains that Hirata's e-mail data structure is a multi-level data structure, 
specifies fields or column and row locations for date, channel, time, etc., where each 
field performs a specific function. Furthermore these fields when extracted, enables a 
specific program to be recorded, on a specified date, channel, time, speed, etc. Hirata's 
e-mail data structure holds date data (identifies the year, month and day); channel data 
(identifies channels) and time data (identifies a start time, an end time). Hirata further 
discloses that the e-mail data can perform multiple video reservations (fig. 10, col. 6, 
lines 40-55, col. 7, lines 11-45 and col. 9, lines 5-13). The e-mail data structure, which is 
transmitted over a network, is functionally equivalent to the token as claimed, travels 
between devices, identifies a device and a specific program to be recorded, the 
channel, date, time, speed, etc., and perfonns the necessary recording of the program 
based on the stored data structure or fields, performing one or more functions. Hence 
the amended limitations of the claims, do not overcome the prior art of record. The 
amendment to the claims necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection discussed below. 
This office action is non-final. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of tine appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office 
action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-4,7-9,13,16,18-19,20-23,25-26 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Hirata (6,374,406), cited by examiner. 

As to claim 1 , Hirata discloses a system for controlling an electronic device via a 
control command signal contained in an electronic mail message "a token having a 
schema..." Hirata particularly discloses terminals that can be connected locally to a LAN 
or across the Internet (col.5, ln.31-35). Hirata also particularly discloses passing 
parameters within the email for recording a video program (col.5, In. 55-64), the schema 
comprising a multi-level data structure with a plurality of different fields for holding a 
plurality of data types, note that the e-mail data, holds date data (year, month and day), 
channel data (identifies channels), time data (start time and end time) and speed data 
(fig. 10, col. 6, lines 40-55, col. 7, line 11-45 and col. 9, lines 5-13) all of which perfomn 
different functions which meets the limitation "...multi-level data structure with a plurality 
of different fields for holding a plurality of data types or the program criteria..." as 
claimed. 
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As to claim 2, the claimed operative association between the token and message 
component Is met by the references disclosure of the email transmission to reserve a 
recording on the video deck (col. 5 In. 14-17). 

As to claim 3, the claimed "text email message" is met by the text within the 
email body In Figure 3. 

As to claim 4, the claimed "elements identifying sufficient characteristics of the 
corresponding program" to record the program is met by the date, time and channel 
parameters within the email (col. 5 In. 50-54). 

As to claim 7, the claimed computers not having a direct connection is met by the 
indirect connection (across the Internet) of the tennlnals of Figure 3. 

Claim 8 is met by that discussed above for claim 1 . 

As to claim 9, the claimed text component operatlvely associated to the message 
component is met by the control command text in the body of the email (fig. 3). 

Claim 13 Is met by that discussed above for claim 4. 

As to claim 16, Hirata discloses an email message (fig.3) and an operatlvely 
associated token (In this case, a control command signal), including program criteria 
(col. 5 1n. 51-54 & 6064). 

As to claim 18, the claimed email message addressed "to an address associated 
with a remote computer and sending the message" is met by the email of Figure 3 and 
the terminals 1-1 and 1-4 in Figure 1 (col .5 In. 14-1 7). 
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As to claim 19, the claimed program criteria containing sufficient characteristics 
to record the program Is met by the time, date, and channel criteria within the control 
command string (col. 5 1n. 55-64). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomis the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 5-6,10-12,14-15,17,24 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hirata. 

As to claim 5, Hirata discloses everything, as described above, except the 
"universal program identifier"'. However the examiner gives official notice that it is 
notoriously well known in the art of video recording to use a universal program identifier 
for the purpose of identifying a program for recording. 



Application/Control Number: 09/650,481 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2623 

Therefore it is submitted that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to use the universal program identifier to 
identify a program for recording for the purpose of minimizing the need to remember the 
time and channel of a particular program for recording. 

As to claim 6, the claimed inclusion of "a plurality of program characteristics that 
identify different aspects of the corresponding program" is met by the program date, 
time and channel parameters passed in the email (col. 5 1n. 50-54). 

As to claim 10, the reference discloses everything, as described above, except 
the inclusion of the token in an attachment to the email. However the examiner gives 
official notice that it is notoriously well known in the art of electronic mail to use an 
attachment for the purpose of transporting executable commands. 

Therefore it is submitted that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to use an attachment to transport the 
control command string for the purpose of separating executables from the text portion 
of messages. 

As to claim 1 1 , the reference discloses discrete computer terminals and 
addressing the message to the client (fig. 3) as claimed. As to the client receiving the 
email from a server, the client/server relationship is inherent within the email protocols 
used over the Internet, 

As to claim 12, the reference particularly discloses the use of a text email 
message (fig. 3). 

Claim 14 is met by that discussed above for claim 5. 
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As to claim 15, the claimed "plurality of program characteristics that identify 
different aspects of the corresponding program" is met by the date, time and channel 
parameters within the email (col. 5 1 n. 50-54). 

Claim 17 is met by that discussed above for claim 10. 

Claim 24 is met by that discussed above for claim 10. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Yukie et al (6,956,833) disclose method, system and devices for wireless data 
storage on a server and data retrieval. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Annan Q. Shang whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 7355. The examiner can normally be reached on 700am-400pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher S. Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from 
a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated infomnation 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Annan Q. Shang 



